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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to the amendment to the claims filed 18 November 
2005. Although claim 3 was previously indicated as allowed, and allowable subject matter 
noted, further search and consideration of the claims revealed prior art relevant to the claimed 
invention. A non-final rejection of the claims follows herewith. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 34, 37 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Major et al (US Patent 6,993,508), hereinafter Major, and Wason et al (US Patent 6,701,383), 
hereinafter Wason. 

Major teaches receiving selections from an OEM GUI software to determine the 
configuration and appearance of a displayed list (taught as the use of a web browser for 
displaying information to a user, at col. 6, lines 30-34. Many different web browsers are well 
known in the art, such as Microsoft Intemet Explorer. Netscape Navigator, and Mozilla Firefox. 
It is inherent that each of these browsers include OEM GUI software for displaying data to a 
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user in the distinct style of the browser), accessing a generic data source that contains one or 
more or the items (taught as the use of a Download Manager and Play List Manager, which may 
be either a plug-in or JavaScript program and therefore capable of being added to the OEM 
software, to request web pages detailing available downloads, at col. 6, lines 42-46). populating 
the displayed list with the items from the generic data source according to one or more scrolling 
events (taught as the interaction of the Play List Manager with the web browser to facilitate user 
selection of an item from the playlist. Playlists are well known in the art, and commonly include 
a number of selections longer than the available display space for the playlist, which results in 
the use of scrolling events to display the further available selections, as is commonly found in 
media players such as Windows Media Player and WinAmp, as well as many html objects such 
as selection boxes), wherein the OEM GUI software is configured independently of the one or 
more media (taught through the use of an OEM GUI, as the OEM GUI software is inherently 
configured prior to interacting with any supplemental data or media). 

However, Major fails to explicitly teach the instructions being executable on different 
computing platforms and in different applications to provide the displayed list. 

Wason teaches the use of plug-ins with different media players and web browsers, 
similar to that of Major. Furthermore, Wason teaches an abstraction layer for providing a 
uniform interface between a framework and one or more plug-ins, which allows for instmctions 
being executable on different computing platforms and in different applications to provide a 
displayed list. See Wason, col. 2, lines 26-27 and 51-62. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Major and Wason before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
Digital Content browser of Major to include the platform independent plug-in capabilities of 
Wason. 
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One would have been motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of 
building a single, platform independent version of a plug-in or other such software, capable of 
extending similar functionality to a number of different frameworks and media players. See 
Wason, col. 2, lines 1-24. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 34, 37 and 38 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (571) 272-4055. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status infomnation for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-fre^ 



Conclusion 



Michael Roswell 




